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LETTER, &c. 



TO THE HON. . 

Sir, 

It sometimes happens, as you know from your great experience in 
the affairs of this world, that we are thrown by circumstances into such a 
position, that an explanation to our friends, or to the public, is deemed 
expedient, if not absolutely necessary, to remove unjust suspicions, or to 
counteract more unjust insinuations, or direct charges. Professional men 
are, more or less, public men ; and for their faults they are arraigned be- 
fore that same stem public, who acts in the capacity of both accuser and 
judge. Before this tribunal^ from which there is seldom any af^al, your 
humble serrant finds himself now occupying the position of a prisoner at 
the bar ; and before the verdict is pronounced, he has resolved to carry his 
case before your Honour, to defend his cause, and abide your judgment, 
well knowing that you will grant him an impartial hearing. Notwith- 
standing the case which I am about to present to your noticcNhas more 
of a medical than legal character, yet it is one which interests you 
as well as myself, and every member of the community, and succeeding 
generations. 

Various reports are coming to me, almost- daily, that I am charged with 
entertaining heretical opinions on medical subjects — ^that I am the disci- 
ple and advocate of a system of medical practice which is denounced by 
ninety-nine in a hundred of my professional brethren, as sheer quackery 
and imposture — ^that I have, therefore, lost my reason or lack honesty 
and as a consequence, the community is to be injured. I am charged 
with having become the disciple and advocate of the system of medicine 
called HomoBopathy* 

There is a more weighty reason yet for thus addressing my friends. In 



Ihe January No. of the New-Tork Medical Jonmal there is an article 
\ipon Homoeopathy, denouncing the whole system as a chimera, and all 
those who believe in any part, or parcel, thereof as deluded or dishonest. 
That article was written, as the author says, in consequence of his atten- 
tion having been drawn to the subject by " several spirited discussions in 
xme of the medical societies." Those " spirited discussions^'^ as they are 
called, arose from a paper which I had the honour to read before the so- 
oiiety — a fact which is well kaown to all the profession and others who 
have ever heard of the ** discussions." The article in the Journal annihi- 
lates Homoeopathy most logically ; but, unfortunately, the writer was so 
little acquainted with his subject, or was so eager for victory, that all his 
facts, as to the reputation of the new doctrine, and its adherents abroad, 
are totally false. This article has been copied into some of the popaLar 
journals of the day ; and as I have been the innocent cause of this difiu- 
fiioi^ of error, and having borne whatever opprobrium there is attached 
to it among my brethren in the city, I felt it to be incumbent upon 
;ne to ask the Editors of the Medical Journal to permit me to reply, and 
correct the mis-statements. My request has not been granted— tl^e pages 
.of the Journal are closed against me ; and '^ as the appeal has been iHaiis 
io Caesar, to Ciesar I will go." 

This is not the. place to give an account of the diseussioiis, nor to reply 
to the article in the Journal. I mention these circamstaneea as a pnn<^ 
pal reason for this exposition of my views of Homoeopathy. The artiels 
isays that ''^no man of eminence in any country lias ever embraced HomcBo* 
pathy." In the following pages you will be able to decide for yooxs^ 
whether any of the gentlemen named have any claim to " eminence ^" aiid« 
certainly, the very respectable young gentlemen who conduct the New- 
Tork Medical and Surgical Journal, and their correspondentwho fiirnisbed 
the article, can judge of the ** eminence" of hospital surgeons, and profi^pi* 
sors in the most renowned universities in the world. 

IFhe yrnter of the article also impugns the motives of those who emhiraee 
;Homceopathy. What sinister motive can a man have, who has already 
^attained eminence, to embrace a doctrine which is exceediagly unpopqlar, 
^nd denounced as quackery? All his interest lies in adhering to the old 
.^actice, while, by embracing the new doctrine, he risks every thing that 
A professional man has to risk. I will not recriminate by accusing my 
jfc^ethren of being too indolent to study-^^i not having a proper sense of 
their responsibility— of fearing that they wm cure their patients too quickly 
by Homoeopathy — of not having moral •courage «aio«gih to express their 
belief publicly — as reasons for not becoming acquainted with the new sya- 
;tem, and giving to their patients all its benefits. I have too much respect 
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for the medieal getitlemeB of my aeqaaiat«ne« to attttbute to tbem any 
such xnotiYes ; and it i» to be regretted that thmre should be aa editor ot 
water o£ " emiDenee*' who would desoend so far below his professiqna) 
dignity and self'>xe8pect> as io use suoh aa argument to decide a grare 
aoientifio question. 

I dengn, ia the following pages, to giro you my reasons for examining 
HemsBopathy, and fur belieying that pari of it which I ean no longer doubt, 
as well as offer a few remarks upon the oomparative merits of the new 
and old systems, and to lay before you some facts, so that you maybe aide 
to judge whether Homceopathy should be ranked under the head of 
qoackery. 

You will, doubtless, call to mind conyersations that we haye had at dif- 
lerent times on the subject of the new system of medicine, when I most 
unhesitatingly dissented from all its dogmas, and from all, or nearly all its 
pretensions or claims to fayour. My general convictions were all against 
it, and they were the result neither of whim nor prejudice. When we 
heard of Homoeopathy in Germany, we regarded it as we did the cholera 
' in Asia; — ^as too distant oyer to reach, or affect us. Homoeopathy was 
eonsidered a chimera— -an emanation from the heated brain of an en* 
ihusiast, and, like other wild speculations in medicine, likely to haye but 
an ephemeral existence, and like some other speculatiye theories, to be 
forgotten before its au^r should be in his graye — that Hahnemann 
would, in fact, be chief, if not sole mourner, at the funeral of his own dar- 
ling offspring. When the German doctrine crossed the Atlantic and landed 
upon our shores, we regarded it with silent contempt ; when it was fami- 
liarly introduced to us, and we looked upon its puny features, we treated 
it with ridicule. But when I saw it welcomed and embraced by some of 
my brethren, and others, whose capacity and integrity I could not doubt, 
I xesdyed to become intimately acquainted with it, that I might justly 
appreciate its merits. With this intention, and for this purpose, I read 
all the books which treated of the system that T could procure, and was 
satisfied that it was not entitled to yery respectful consideration. Occa- 
sionally, howeyer, I met with those who had been treated, and professed 
to haye been cured, agreeably to the new system. Their honesty could not 
he questioned, and therefore I re-read, re-examined and inyestigated further, 
mad was firmly conyinced that Homoeopathy was but the *^ baseless fabric 
of a yision,^' and that in a short time there would not be eyen a loreck left 
behind. The more I read and reasoned the less I belieyed — so difficult is 
it to get rid of the prejudices of education, and to belieye in the reality of 
newly-diacoyered truths. Thus I continued, for seyeral years, to haye 
my attention called to it at different times by some circumstances, to give 



it B Te-hearing, and to be more and more strengthened in the co&TietioBS 
of my reason, and more confirmed in my prejudieea. 

In the early part of hbat summer I had a long conversation with a gen- 
tleman, a member of that profession to which yoa have so long done dis- 
tingoished honoor— H>ne who is cool and philosophical on aU subjects, not 
easily influenced by imagination or mided by feeling, and who has been 
for years in the habit of weighing testimony. He related to me re- 
sults of Homoeopathic practice in himself and feunily — ^results which he 
beliered to be the effect of the remedies-^that made more impression upon 
my mind than any reading or previous testimony. I obtained a consider- 
able amount of similar testimony from others ; but, sir, you must not 
understand me as admitting such evidence as conclusive proof of the truth 
or value of this or any other doctrine. It only served to draw more 
strongly my attention to the subject, and raised the following questions in 
my mind. 

May there not be some truth in this new thing, which sensible and hon- 
est men believe ? If there is any thing valuable in it, ought not all medical 
men to know what that is, and use it 1 Have I examined this system as 
thoroughly as it is possible for me to do 1 If I have not, am I honestly dis- 
charging my duty to the community, and to the system itself? 

After the abuse and ridicule which I had heaped upon Homoeopathy, you 
may well rest assured that these were hard questions for my conscience to 
answer. Nevertheless, I came to the conclusion that there was only one 
way by which I could become better acquainted with the German doc- 
trine; and this was, to test it in my practice, for reading had only 
strengthened me in unbelief. To give the thing a fair trial, with the h^ 
lief that I should be able to prove the whole system an absurdity, so 
that the results should be beyond cavil or question by the disciples of 
Homoeopathy, I resolved to go implicitly by their instructions, and to see, 
and know, and be perfectly satisfied of the efficacy of the remedies from 
my own personal observation. Ton may think that the experiments, 
seemingly very fair, that have been made at different, times, in various 
parts of Europe, would be satisfactory In deciding this question ; but the 
Homoeopaths would not admit the fairness of those experiments, and 
therefore, there was no way but to see for myself. 

What is this new doctrine, which is claimed by its disciples to be an 
invaluable improvement, while it is denounced as quackery and impos- 
ture by others % 

The word Homoeopathy, as you know, defines itself, being derived from 
two Greek words, omoios and pathos, which mean like feeling — simUar 
disease. This system of medicine owes its origin to Samuel Hahnemann, 



who fi^ commencdd ptactismg upon the principle of his doctrine, 
nearly fifty years ago; From a few facts which he observed, he in- 
ferred a principle, the truth of which forty-siit years of experience, 
by a Variety of observers, has demonstrated to the entire satisfaction of 
Hahnemann and all his disciples. The great fimdamental tmth, upon 
which the saperstmcture of Homoeopathy has been reared, is this-— <lii- 
Boses are cured by tJUit remedy which excites a similar morbid state, cr 
disease, in a healthy person. Let us take a case of disease, by way of 
illnstrating, practically, the operation of this system. Suppose, then, tbat 
a man has nausea and vomiting, with the other prominent characteristio 
symptoms that tartar emetic always produces. To cure this state by the 
principle of HomcBopathy, we would give the patient tartar emetic. Thus 
also do the Homoeopaths treat all their diseases — giving that remedy for 
any disease which causes a train of symptoms, when administered to a 
healthy person, the most nearly resembling those they wish to remove in 
the patient. 

An inference from this principle is made by the enemies of Homceopa- 
thy, which is as unfair in logic, as it is inconsistent with common sense. 
They say that if a remedy is given upon the principle of " similia simili- 
bus curantur," a remedy must be given to remove its own effects, •*. €, 
if a poison has been taken which has caused disease, more of the poison 
must be given to cure what it has already produced. Homceopathy teaches 
no such thing; but it does teach that every poison has its antidote. 

By misrepresentation and distortion also, some of us who have opposed 
Homoeopathy make the new Sjrstem say that remedies, to cure a disease, 
must be able to cause that identical disease in a healthy person ; but it 
teaches no such thing : it does teach that remedies must be able to cause 
a train of symptoms similar to those manifested by the disease. 

The disciples of the new school claim that their remedies act more 
promptly, administered upon this principle than upon any other — ^that their 
cures are more speedy, and without the long period of convalescence 
tiiat frequently attends the old practice. That they are more agreeable, 
and more permanent, than those of the old school ; and that the practice 
is not attended with any injurious effects on the constitution. Now, sir, 
here is a claim of superiority in every respect ; and if the system really 
possesses this superiority, you will agree with me, that its founder is one 
of the greatest benefactors to his race that ever lived, and that he richly 
merits the everlasting gratitude of the whole human family. 

But some, indeed I may say all, of us gentlemen of the old school, have 
Mtherto denied the truth of Hahnemann's first principle, '* similia simili- 
bas curantur,"— <li8ea8es are cured by remedies which cause a simikr 
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diaeMe, Yoa hare, by this time, in your mind, in*€€imeclioB wiiSk 
principle, one of what is called Hahnemann's absurdities. I refei to the 
infinitesimal doses, the little doses, as they are called, and, in aoccvdaooe 
with our previoos notions, amountin^^ to about — nothit^. These little 
doses haTo been the only stumbling-block that has preyented the eareM 
examination of Homoeopathy by every medical man who understands and 
feels his responsibility ; but as they haye been considered one of Hahne- 
mann's dogmas, and an integral and inseparable part of his system, they 
.haye brought condemnation upon the whole, and it has, therefore, been 
treated with contempt, ridicule and abuse, by ninety-nine in a handred of 
the physicians of this country, and, till recently, of Europe also. I shall 
speak of these httle doses more particularly in a subsequent page; in the 
mean time, let us look at the fundamental principle. 

Suppose we take a patient who has nausea and yomiting. Now I 
am quite confident that you will not deny diat this man can be made still 
more sick at his stomach by taking an emetic. I speak not of the size of 
the dose. From two to &ve grains of tartar emetic produce fiill yomiting 
in a healthy person, and a small share of common sense wi)l teaoh a mafi 
that one, already side at his stomach, can bear a much less dose without ak& 
^grayation of his <$omplaint. I shall take it for granted that no one dis- 
putes or denies the fact, that tartar emetic can be giyen to one already 
sick, so as to produce some effect, I do not say cure^ but the effeot 
will be in proportion to the size of the dose. It is an axiom in medici^ 
|>hilosophy , that whatever produces an effect^ may cure disease ; and there- 
fore, tartar emetic may cure yomiting, although this article g^ieraUy 
causes it. Hahnemann and his disciples say that it not only may^ but 
absolutely does effect a cure, and in a dose of much less size than }» 
requisite to excite yomiting in a healthy stomach. 

Now, as long as we confine ourselyes to reason, or, if yon please, thsory, 
or speculation, there is nothing inconsistent in the preceding illustration.. 
And so in relation to all the other organs in the body. When they are 
diseased, the remedy to remoye that state must be such as wiU pro* 
duce in a healthy person a train of sjrmptoms the most analagous to the 
disease, and if the disease changes its character, another remedy must be 
selected, corresponding in its effects to the newjy assumed features of the 
malady. 

Thus you will see, that this system is purely one of specifics, in the 
broadest sense. Tou will ask me, how is it known that these remedies 
produce the effects that are attributed to them ? They are said to do so 
from multiform and manifold eiq)erience. In this system, as it is claimed by 
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its disciples, nothing is left to conjecture or guess ; every conclusion is 
the result of observation and experiment. Many of the most accurate 
observers in Eurc^ have made careful experiments upon healthy pet- 
sons that it mjiy possibly be made ; these experiments have been re- 
peatedi minutely recorded, and are before the world in books, to be con- 
firmed or refuted by further trials. About three hundred articles have 
been thus tested upon the healthy subject, and are now in constant use by 
HomoBopathic physicians ; and if the system had done no more than this 
for the advancement of medical science, the name of its founder ought to 
be immortal. Some of these articles are, of course, more valuable than 
others ;' and if some should fall into disuse from, not possessing the pow- 
ers claimed for them, it would be no more than has befallen other articles, 
from time to time, ever since the days of Chiron the Centaur. 

It is charged upon Homoeopathy, that those who practice by its precepts 
are superficial in their examinations of disease, taking into consideration 
the symptoms alone, and prescribing for them as for the disease itself, in- 
stead of regarding them as the results of disease, and as so many guide- 
boards pointing out which is the suffering organ. There is some appa- 
rent reason for this charge against Homoeopathy ; and, for the sake of the 
argument, admit that Hahnemann thus teaches. Every writer on the 
new system has confined himself to something besides anatomy, physi- 
ology, surgery, &c., hecatise they have all been educated in the Allopathic 
school, and because these branches axe ably taught by others, and hence 
it seems that these things are neglected. But granting that the founder of 
Homceopathy and his most distinguished disciples should discard all know- 
ledge of anatomy and physiology, that does not prove that the principles 
of the system are untrue or without value. It rather proves that these 
men are deluded, carried away by their enthusiasm ; for every medical 
man, and every other man who has a particle of common sense, knows 
full well that the derangements of an intricate machine, much more that 
wonderful piece of mechanism the human body, cannot be discovered or 
repaired without a knowledge of its structure. If, therefore, such a doc- 
trine is taught by Homoeopathy, its fallacy should be shown by those who 
have taken the second sober thought ; the truth should not be rejected 
simply because the teachers of the system inculcate heresy. This charge 
is false. No system investigates so closely and so thoroughly as Homoeo- 
pathy ; and if any thing escapes detection, it is the fault of the man, and 
not of his doctrines. The very essence of the system is accurate and 
minute observation. 

I recur now to the doses. Homceopathy does certainly profess to cure 
with much smaller doses of 'medicine than its antagonist system, the old 
2 
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school, Allopathy. When Hahnemann eoameneed pfsuMdcing npoft the 
prineiple which he has dereloped, he ased large doses, so that the efiects 
were oHen too great. He then used smaller, and so on till he redneed hi» 
doses ahnost to infioitj. 

HotMBopaUud medbiaes ite bow prepared in, two forvm^^-^^me in poi«« 
^, or Iritoration, the othet in tincture. When the powder is to be pre- 
pnred, Hahnemann directs that otie grain of the me^oine be added to nkiety- 
nine grains of sugar of milk, and triturated for a given time ; then one 
grain of this to be added to another hundred grains of sugar of milk loid 
triturated ; one grain of this to another hundred of sugar of milk, and so oih 
to the thirtieth trituration. 

When the tincture is to be prepared, one drop of the saturated tinctuie 
(the strong alcoholic tincture) is added to ninety-nine drops of alcohol^ 
and the dilution continued by hundreds in the same way as the triturations. 
These dilutions constitute the infinitesimal doses ; and yon will agre^ 
with me that our reason teaches ns thsX they do not possess efficacy^ Bat 
the truth and value of the princij^e of Homoeopathy does not depend upott 
the dose, which must be regulated, like the dose in the did practice, by 
the disease, the peculiarities of the patient, and other circumstances ^at 
ought always to be taken into consideration. Some patients are much 
more susceptible to the influence o£ remedies than others, jind hence can 
bear with advantage but little medicine. The inconceivably small doseS, 
which many believe to constitute the sum and substance of Homooopa^, 
bear just the same relation to the principles and value of the system, that 
the working of miracles, by pretended relics, bear to the essential princi- 
ples and vahie of the Christism religion. The prescriber is not Ikaited itf 
his doses, but, if he chooses, can give as great a quantity by the new as 
by the old system. 

HomcBopathy professes to care not only diseases that come within the 
sphere of the physician^ but also many of those which go into the handls of 
the surgeon. 

This system also claims to have discovered the cause of a great variety 
of chronic and fatal diseases, in an hereditary predisposition, or constitu^ 
tional affection, which has been overlooked, till seen and brought to light 
by the genicrg of Hahnemann. 

Homoeopathy professes to have the power to cure a large proportion of 
those cases which are now considered incurable by Allopathy. 

These, my dear sir, are some of the most prominent features and strong- 

Jest claims of Homoeopathy. It has other features, which may be gro- 
tesque, or even ridiculous ; but if it has some of the greatest absurdfties 
that ever had birth, even if iit professed to raise the dead, let me ask yon 



J V <« 



J ■^ 



11 

if some af its elatms and pretentions are not wo(rtfay of inTetfigalaoii f 
Qreat discovezets aod improreis of aeience have g^eneraliy been eatbvsi* 
aats — and it is well for tbe worid that they hare been so — they have been 
generally dogaiatic, and have expected more, and prowised more, from 
their labours than others have realised. It is not strange them that Hahne- 
mann shottldy in this respect, resemble his yinstnous pcedeoessors. If, 
then, we find a great and valuable truth held up to our view, though it be 
partially concealed by a veil of error, shall we turn that veil aside and ex- 
amine the truth, or shall we thrust the whole from ns with contempt 1 We 
might, with the same propriety, reject our gold coin, because it contains a 
small proportion of alloy. 

If only one tenth part, nay one hundredth, even less than that, one thou 
sandth, or one ten thousandth part, of what Homoeopathy claims is true, it 
is well worthy the careful investigation, practical investigation, of every 
honest man. If it will cure, or even mitigate disease in only one patient ^ 
in a thousand, when Allopathy fails, that patient ought to receive its bener 
fits. 

Homoeopathy itself is charged with being a system of quackery. Let 
us see what is understood by the term quackery. We hear people talk of 
quackery in law, theology, medicine, politics, &c. Quackery seems to me 
to be a compound of about equal parts of ignorance, impudence, and dis- 
honesty ; and I believe this definition embraces the idea that people wish 
to convey when they speak of quackery, in general. Quackery in medi- 
cine, however, covers a larger field ; for besides ignorance, impudence, 
and^ dishonesty, there is superadded no small amount of secrecy. These 
constituents of quackery cannot endure the light — they would soon vanish 
beneath its scorching rays. Hence it is, that we find all quacks in medi- 
cine, involve their pretended art and skill in mystery — their remedies are 
patented — ^they deal in nostrums only, and the whole is kept a profound 
secret. On the contrary, if a member of the medical profession — one who 
has entered it by honest means, and by a couise of thorough study, keeps 
his remedies a secret and refuses to disclose them to his brethren for the 
benefit of the whole world, he is at once denounced by every liberal-minded 
man, deemed miworthy of professional fellowship, and the confidence of 
the community, and not unfrequently expelled from the society of his 
brethren. The exposition which follows, ef the course that Homoeopaths 
have ever pursued in Europe, and are now pursuing, what they have per- 
formed, and die inereasing spread of their doctrine there, will be sufiicient 
to satisfy you whether or not the charge of fuoekery can be sustained 
against HonuBopathie medicine. 

The foUowing aoeeunt of Homceopathia in iSurope, is taken from " The 



HooKBopathiB Examiner," a monthly periodical published in this city, 
which made its first appearance in January. This journal is edited by Dr. 
A. Gerald Hull, an accomplished scholar and practical physician, who is 
fally competent to the task he has undertaken. Dr. Hull has spent seTeral 
years in Europe, is personally acquainted, and is in correspondence, with 
many of the most prominent Homoeopaths, including the founder of the 
system. 

'* Reputation of HomcROpaths and Homoeopathia, 

" This important link in our chain of evidences, indicating the present 
rank of Homceopathia, and strengthened by the confirmation of authori- 
ties that are not Homoeopathic, is respectfully and especially submitted to 
the consideration of those who either wilfully or ignorantly have circulated 
the silly report of* the downfall of Homoeopathia in Europe.' 

" Dr. Quin, whom we have enumerated among the converted Allopa- 
thists, is distinguished as the first Homoeopathic physician in England. 
Besides the compliment of being selected as attending physician to the 
king of Belgium, he commands an immensely lucrative practice among the 
noble and intelligent of Great Britain. In the circle of his patients, the 
Marquis of Anglesea represents the former. Sir Edward Ljrtton Bulwer the 
latter. 

" The names and reputation of other eminent converts to the new doc- 
trine, having just passed under review, their reputation here would be su- 
perfluous. 

" Professors.— The following doctors of medicine, who hold professor- 
ships of medicine, chemistry, or philosophy, in diflferent universities on the 
continent, are recognized and respected as prominent advocates of Ho- 
moeopathia : 

Professor Quadri, of the University at Naples 
" Guaranta, " *« 
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Arnold, 
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Heidelberg. 


Wahlenburg, 
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Upsala. 


Mabit, 


(( 


Bordeaux. 


Leupoldt, 
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Erlangen. 


Meischmann, 
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Roth, 
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Munich. 


Werber, 
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Carlsruhe. 


Succow, 
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Jena. 


Crdpu, 
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Grenoble. 


Martin* 
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Jena. 
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^' Ooi7VBBX.LOR8.-*The distinction of counseUors of state ai^ coanaeUors 
in medicine, is conferred by the sovereigns of Earope upon such physi- 
cians alone as are distinguished for their acquisitions in general science and 
medicine, and is esteemed as a compliment of the highest order. H^ 
moBopathia has such adherents. 

State Counsellors, 



Stegeman, 


St. Petersburgh. 


Trinks, 


Dresden, 


Eglau, 


Kurst 


Necker, 


Naples. 


Ruppius, 


AltenbuTg. 


Trinius, 


St. Petersburgh. 


Schwartz, 


Dresden. 


Siegl, 


Brussels. 


Weber, 


Lich. 


Lubert, 


Constantinople. 


Schwartzenburg, Mittweid. 


BOnninghausen, 


Mnnster. 


Gsell, 


St. Gall. 


Paul Wolf, 


Dresden. 


Cramer, 


Baden. 


Zeroni, 


Baden. 


Rau, 


Giessen. 


Brutzen, 


Riga. 


Reubell, 


Munich. 


Wich, 


Carlsrahe. 


Sphor, 


Gandersheim. 


Neef, 


Frankfort. 


Muhlenbein, 


Brunswick. 






• 


Medical Counsellors, 




Stieler, 


Berlin. 


Winkler, 


Altenburg. 


Trinks, 


Dresden. 


Stapf, 


Raumberg. 


Blau, 


Icterhansen. 


Kurtz, 


Dessau. 


Geiseler, 


Dantzic. 


Aegidi, 


JKonigsberg. 


Widnmann, 


Munich. 







" Many physicians and surgeons in Europe, whose success in the practice 
of the healing art through the agency of HomOBopathia, has been undenia- 
ble, have been rewarded by places of honour, which Allopathic practition* 
ers have always struggled to secure. From such we are enabled to re- 
cord — 

" Dr. Aegidi, appointed physician to Princess Frederica of Prussia. 

*^ Dr. Muhlenbein, physician to the Duke of Brunswick. 

" Dr. Kurtz, physician to the Duchess of Anhalt Dessau. 

" Dr. Cramer, physician to the Grand Duke Charles of Carlsruhe. 

'' Dr. Romani, physician to the Queen of Naples. 

"Dr.. Necker, physician to the Duke of Locques. 

^ Dr. Lubert, physician to the Russian Embassy at Constantinople. 

'^ Dr. Ruckerty physician to Count Holberg and Count Hohenthal Ko- 
nigsbruck. 

" Dr. Griesselich, surgeon to the Grand Duke of Baden. 
, "Djr. Altmulkr, court surgeon at CasseL 
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^ Jh. Hwiitiis, president of the Aeademy ef Medicine (Ayopoliiie) was 
selected physieiaa to Francis I. the late King of Naples. 

^^ Dr. Stapf was eaiied to attend the Dowager Queen ^ Engfaukd; hut tbe 
ifiipertaiit position he hulds in Grezmsnj oompelled him to decUae the hoiif* 
our. 

'^ Buongiovanni is physician to the Hospital of Inyalids, at Naples. 

" Baldi is surgeon-in-chief to the Neapolitan army. 

" La Raga is physician to the Military Hospital of Cotrone. 

'^ Sannicola is chief director of the Civil and Militaiy Hospital of the 
kingdom of Naples. 

Army. — Surgeons and Physicians, 



Apelt, 


Leipsic. 


Hayser, 




I>aniiiitidt. 


Hartung, 


Saltzburg. > 


Schmidt, 




Glatz- 


Miiller, 


Pesth. 


Braun, 




Pesth. 


Kirshberg, 


Gallicia. 


Amman, 




Darmstadt. 


Marentzeiler, 


Vienna. 


Puppke, 




Muhlhausen. 


<3tju*1rp 




Laburtbe, 


iSurgeon 


I Major, Franc 


Seidel, 





'* Collateral Testimony derived from sources not Homceopathic. 
We offer it as it is ; it needs no comment : — 

** Le Moniteur, the official organ of the French government, thus refers 
to the distinction conferred on Dr. Mabit, in consequence of his successful 
Homceopathic treatment of cholera at Bordeaux, and also for having found- 
ed a Hentceopathic hospital, the results of which were sufficiently striking 
to command the attention of the French sovereign : — 

***I)r. Mabit has been created knight of the legion of honour; a re- 
compense rendered to his devotion and exertions on the appearance of the 
Asiatic cholera, as well as to his steadfast zeal and continued researches for 
.the interests of humanity and progress of medicine-' 

"William Leo- Wolf, M.D., an Allopathic physician, who has pub- 
lished a large volume, entitled * Remarks on the Abracadabra of the Nine- 
tteenth Century ; or on Br. Samuel Hahnemann's Homoeopathic Medicine ;' 
composed in the most rabid and virulent temper, against Haihnemann and 
his system, admits thus much as to the condition of Homaopal^a in Crer- 
many : — 

" ^ The last accounts from thence state, that the Chamber of Deputies of 
Baden have resolved, almost unanimously, to have a special cfhair of Ho- 
Mttopsthiain the Heidelberg University ; the same, we are lold, was re- 
solved by the Bavarian government for the University of Munich.* 

" And again : — 

** * We are told also by men upon whose Tfaaoity we can refy,-thet4iew 
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ta$k of HomiBOpatlik are edoteaiplated^iB sotiie othar ^piids of (j^rma^ 
ny, in consequence of the wishes expressed by many distiagnished iiidi- 
vidttald in the ajmies and in official stations, who hare said they were cored 
by HomoBopathistSy after they had been longaad uBsaocesBfiQly treats bf 
odMr pkyaiekiuB ;. perirajs, abo, beoanse Dr. SLopp^ known as & learned 
and experienced practitioner, and author on le^ and pcacticd naedieinB, 
haB aeemiagly joined the HomcBopsthic raoks.' 
* *' Dr. MiLLiNOEN, the Allopathic surgeon already quoted, obserrns :*-^ 

'* ' It is a matter worthy of remark, Idiat while the doctrines of Hd- 
mcQopathia have fixed the attention^ and became the study of many leattied 
and experienced medical men, in various parts of Europe^ Gngland is the 
imly conntry where it has only been noticed to draw forth the most oppro- 
brious invectives.' 

" In the Journal de Medecine Pratique de Bordeaux, (an Allopathic 
Journal) the subjoined confession from an Allopathic correspondent, to its 
editor, is recorded : — 

" * In my recent communication to you, in which I stated that the new 
German doctrine had made but slight progress at Bordeaux, I uttered the 
truth : but what a difference has been accomplished in one month! Many 
of our most distinguished citizens, to the astonishment of the envious, 
have displayed the most absolute confidence in the mild and agreeable 
tules of Homceopathia ; and men of serious reflection — learned and illus- 
trious— men in every respect exempt from the blind credulity of the vul- 
gaar^ have not disdained to depend upon the aid of its singular therapeutics.' 

" Professorship of Hammopatkia, 

** During the past year, at one of the sittings of the Diet of Hesse- 
Darmstadt, the subject of Homoeopathia was publicly discussed. Wolff, 
counsellor of state, thus remarked : 

*' Facts speak louder than words, and, as my colleague, Glaubrech, has 
justly observed, one single fact is worth more than a ship-load of proofs a 
priori, hypotheses, &c. On this account I have confined myself exclu- 
sively to fiftcts. 

" ' I state further as 9, fact, that about fifteen Universities and Academies 
allow lectureis on Homoeopathia ; and of these professorships eight or ten 
of the BK)8t celebrated are recognized in Grermany.' 

^* According to this recent communication of Counsellor Wolff, five firar*- 
eign and two German professorships, whose names we have not ]ret ob* 
tained, have been established within the past two years, beside the follow* 
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'' 1. At Heidelberg a professorship has been created, and Dr. Arnold has 
been chosen professor. 

'' 2. The Government of Hanover has decreed the formation of a pro- 
fessorship at the University of Guttingen. 

*' 3. At Erlangen, Professor Leapoldt occupies the chair of Hom<»<^Ni- 
ihia with flattering soocess. 

" 4. At the University of Munich the professorriiip of Hom«opathta has 
been conferred upon Dr. Roth. 

** 5. At Jena the HomoBopathic professorship is held by Dr. Martin. 

" 6. A professorship has been created at Leipzig. 

**7. Another at Freiburg. 

'^ 8. A professorship has been recently formed in the Duchy of Darm- 
stadt, to which Dr. Ran will probably be called. 

" Homoeopathic Literature. 

'^ The literature of HomoDopathia has been as little known and has en* 
countered as much misrepresentation, as any one of its departments. It 
can be scarcely credited, even among the friends of Homceopathia, except 
by its physicians, that about Seven Hundred volumes have been issued 
from the press, developing the peculiarities of the system, and many of 
them possessed of a scientific character that savans know well how to re- 
spect* Controlled by an earnest desire to confirm our statement of facts 
by personal observations and testimony, we have taken especial trouble to 
investigate this subject and thus feel personally enabled, after a direct in- 
spection, to enumerate, as the result of our labours, the existence of Six 
out of seven hundred volumes that have enriched the Russian, Danish, 
Italian, German, French, and English languages. 

" Twenty periodicals of the system have been established in different 
parts of the world, the most prominent of which are deserving of present 
record." 

Hospitals. 

" HomcBopathic hospitals and infirmaries are established at Leipzig, Mu- 
nich, Paris, Bordeaux, London, Hungary, Oxford, and in other places. 

Austria. 
1828. 1839. 

'* The Allopathic commission re- The interdict has been removed. 

ported against Homoeopathia, after Medical men of eminence have ac- 

the trial at Vienna, although they knowledged their belief in HomoBo- 

fltated, that ' the system is not inefii- pathia. And part of the imperial 

cacious.' The Government there- household is at present under Ho- 

fore, interdicted its practice. mcBopathie treatment. 
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Russia, 

1827. 1839. 

" The experiments were not suffi- " Homoeopathia is now recog- 
ciently satisfactory to obtain the es- nized by the government, and Ho- 
tablishment of Homceopathic hospi- mosopathic institutions are organized 
tals under government patronage. for the better regulation of the prac- 
tice throghont the Empire. 

France. 

1834. 1839. 

** Trials were made by Andral " The system has widely extend- 
without a knowledge of the system, ed throughout the kingdom, with the 
and he did not succeed. prospect of the school of Montpe- 

lier in its favour. 

Italy. 

1835. 1839. 

" A public trial undertaken by or- " The extension of Homoeopa- 
der of the king of Naples, was thia in Italy exceeds that in any 
closed before it was complete, be- other part of Europe, excepting 
cause the Allopathic commission Saxony. Physicians, priests and 
would not obey the instructions con- literati, have embraced its doc- 
tained in the royal order. trines. Hospitals and infirmaries 

are being organized, and many that 
were Allopathic have been appro- 
priated to the use of the Homceo- 
pathists. — Statistics, 

'^ Summary made by Dr. Peschier of the results of the Homceopathic 
treatment of cholera in Europe, up to 1832. 

" In Russia (documents of Admiral Mordvinoff ; observations of Drs. 
Seider and Peterson,) there were 1557 patients treated, 1394 cured and 
163 died. 

" In Austria, (documents of Dr. Roth ; observations of Drs. Schreter, 
Hanusch and Quin,) there were 1406 patients treated, 1314 cured and 95 
died. 

"At Berlin, (observations of Drs. Stiiller and Haynel,) there were 32 
patients treated, 26 cured and 6 died. 

" At Paris, (observations of Dr. Qain,) there were 19 patients treated 
and 19 cured. 

Total— 3017 patients treated, 2753 cured and 264 died. 
3 
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"Leipzig Hospital, ' 

" We have already alluded to the successful continttation Jt this Hospi- 
tal under the patronage of the Saxon government. 

" Abstract from the official and published reports of the in-door patients 
of this institution. 

. " During the ye^ 1833 were treated 118 patients, of which No. 4 died. 
" " " 1834 ." " 120 " " " " 5 " 

" " " 1835 " *• 93 " " " "11 " 

" " " 1836 " " 110 " " " «* 5 «^ 

« <» « 1837 " " 107 " " *** "8 " 

548 33 

•* Deaths at the rate of about 6 per cent. 

V Abstract from the report of the out-door patients attended by the phy- 
sicians of the Leipzig hospital. 

** During the year 1833 were treated 1086 patients, of which No. 17 died 
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The name of Dr. James Johnson, Physician Extraordinary to the late 
king of Great Britain, and editor of the far-famed London Medico-Chinu> 
gical Review, has an article in the Review for July 1834, headed " Fatal 
hljow to Homceopathism in Russia,'*'* In this article, Dr. Johnson states 
that ''the Grand Duke Michael, invested M. Hermann, a Saxon physi 
cians, with full powers to display, in a course of chemical experiments, 
the superiority of Homoeopathy over the common practice and theory of 
the day. One of the wards of the H6pital de Tuttschin, which contained 
a number of soldiers affected with fever and dysentery, was allotted to his 
special management during a space of two months.'' 
The following table exhibits the results : 

Patients. Cured. Died. Remaining. 
Common method, 457 364 — 93 

Homoeopathic, 128 65 5 58 

Dr. Johnson further states, that the Grand Duke was satisfied and with- 
drew his commission ; but that M. Hermann was afterwards invited to St. 
Petersburgh, by the Russian government, had a hospital placed under his 
control, the wards of which were newly painted. He even had the 
kitchen placed under his own management, and a sentinel placed at the 
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door of the hospital to prevent the entrance of any one during his absence 
As to the kind of patients, Br. J. says that M. Hermann desired the se- 
lection of all his cases, and that he would take none who were labouring 
under ulcers, syphilis, dropsy, phthisis, &c. Even under these circum- 
stances the results were most unfortunate for the new practice ; the pro- 
portion of deaths to recoveries was much higher than in ordinary practice, 
and the duration of the treatment was always protracted and tedious. 
This would certainly have been giving to Homoeopathy all the chaned 
that its friends could ask for it ; and if the above account were true, it 
would, indeed, be rather a " fatal blow^' to Homoeopathy, not only in Rus- 
sia, but wherever this experiment should be made known. When I read 
this account five years ago, knowing the pre-eminently high standing of 
Dr. Johnson, I of couise believed it, although the treatment of 457 cases 
of disease in a period of two months, without a single death, was a per* 
fectly novel occurrence, and not to be satisfactorily accounted for. But, 
sir, you are aware that there are two sides to a story. Dr. Johnson has 
given us his version of the affair, which the Homoeopaths declare to be 
false in every essential particular. We have heard the plaintiff and now 
we will hear the defendant. 

According to the Homoeopaths, the above story was indited by a 
wandering German doctor, by the name of Seidlitz — ^which name Dr. J. 
keeps out of sight — and had its origin in a hospital trial, which took place 
about seven years previously. The Emperor himself, and not the Grand 
Duke, ordered Dr. Hermann in 1827 to take charge of a military hospital at 
Tulzyn in Fodolia, not Tuttschin, for the space of three, not two months. 
During the first two months of the trial, five of the patients died, and the 
last month, which Dr. Johnson has entirely omitted, but one died. 

No. received. Cured. Remaining. Died. 
True report, 164 141 18 6 

False report, 128 65 58 5 

Sum of mis-statement, 36 76 40 1 

Four of these persons, who died, were examined after death by gentle- 
men physicians of the old school, when the following facts were elicited : 
the first had ossifications of the bronchise (small divisions of the wind-pipe) 
of long standing. The second was a citizen in the last stage of pulmo- 
nary consumption, brought in at his urgent entreaty, and died in four days. 
The third was brought from the lazaretto of a regiment, where he had been 
long treated for ague and fever, complicated with scurvy and diarrhoea ; 
he died soon after his admission, of gangrene of the scorbutic ulcers. The 
fourth was found to have his liver enlarged to three times its natural size, 
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and the spleen indurated ; the heart small and wasted. These are truly 
" fevers and dysenteries," as Dr. J. calls them. 

One very singtdar/ac^ in regard to the report of the patients treated by 
the common practice, when not one out of 457 died in the space of sixty 
days, is, that the very next day after Seidlitz closed his report, the 61st 
dayt the whole ninety-three remaining were found dead in the morning, 
" in consequence," as this same Seidlitz says, " of an altered balance be- 
tween the circulation and excitability," or from morbid irritability of the 
gastric nerves ! ! ! ! Really, I should think . that this Seidlitz was trying 
to hoax the learned doctor. Such a mortality bears some faint resemblance 
to that caused by the destroying angel when he visited the army of Sen- 
nacherib. In regard to the trial at St. Petersburgh, which was conducted 
under the supervision of a commission, appointed by the government of 
opposing physicians, that commission reported that the trial was " not 
unfavourable to the new system^ 

This trial took place in the fall and winter of 1829 — so from September 
20th to February 20th, five months, of seventy-two cases of inflammation 
of the lungs, seventy were discharged perfectly cured — one was taken 
from the hospital, and one was left declared curable by Hermann and the 
commission. Ordinary practice cannot equal this. Of thirty-eight 
cases of inflammatory fever, thirty-five were discharged cured, two were 
convalescent, and one curable remained. Twenty-three cases of inflam- 
mation of the bronchiae were received ; twenty-one were discharged cured, 
one removed, and one, curable, remained. 

This* is a class of diseases which often terminate fatally, under the best 
of the old school practice ; and here we have 133 cases, of all grades of 
inflammation, treated successfully — ^no death occurring — without bleeding, 
leeches, cupping, blisters, or salivation. 

The' general result of the St. Petersburgh experiment is as follows : 
whole number received, 395 ; cured, 341 ; recovered, 10 ; died, 23 ; con- 
valescent, 8; remaining curable, 11; remaining incurable, 2. 

-Of the twenty-three deaths, five occurred of ten patients received la- 
bouring under hectic fever and consumption : four of twenty-seven cases 
of malignant fever ; one of forty-four cases of bilious fe^er ; and three of 
four cases of organic lesions of long standing. The remaining ten deaths 
occurred of seven various diseases, without even in the eyes of the com- 
mission attaching censure to the system. 

The above account is condensed from the official report of the commis- 
sion of opposing physicians appointed by the Russian Government. 

Six years after this "fatal blow" was given to Homoeopathy in Russia, 
according to Dr. Johnson, the Emperor issued an order for the establishment 
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of Homoeopathic apothecaries in the various goTemments of that vast em- 
pire, and directed the minister of the interior to publish a monthly account 
of the progress of Homoeopathy in the Russian dominions. This order, or 
ukase, was published in November, 1833. 

So much for the downfall of Homoeopathy in Russia according to Dr.' 
Johnson and the disciples of Hahnemann. 

And now, sir, what think you of the charge of quackery against a system 
which has produced its seven hundred volumes in the first forty-six years of 
its existence — which has its eight professorships in some of the most fa- 
mous European universities — ^which is embraced by the most eminent sci- 
entific men in Europe — ^which has been invited into the courts of Kings 
and palaces of Emperors — which has its hospitals and dispensaries^- 
which invites the closest scrutiny — which solicits a thorough examination % 
I leave it to you to decide whether such a charge has been, or can be, sus- 
tained. 

Homoeopathy, from its very inception, has been reared by the true Ba^ 
conian process of inductive philosophy. Not a step has been taken which 
has not rested upon facts, and the only question to decide is, whether these 
facts are true or false. 

Allow me to allude biiefiy to my own experience in Homoeopathic prac- 
tice. Since the commencement of my practical investigations, I have 
seen results which followed the administration of Homoeopathic reme- 
dies in several hundred instances, I have used a variety of remedies in 
men, women, and children, in both chronic and acute diseases, where the 
patients knew upon what plan they were treated, and under such circum- 
stances that they could not by any possibility suspect it, unless persons ia 
a state of insensibility, and infants, are capable of suspecting. So neither 
imagination, hope, fear, nor prejudice, could have had any influence ; and 
yet, if the evidence of my own senses is to be believed, after making due 
allowance for extraneous influences, that might by possibUity aflTect the 
cases, the results that have followed my prescriptions must stand in the rela- 
tion of cause and effect. I can be no more certain of having seen effects 
produced by the use of medicine, at any time, during my professional life, thaa 
I am of having seen them produced by Homoeopathic medicines. 1 speak 
not now of the quantity given, for that has nothing to do with the principle. 
When I give medicine upon this plan, I do, as I ever have done, upon the 
old — give it till the system feels it. 

You know very well, that it is a nice question to decide, exactly what, 
and how much, effect is produced by any given medicine in a ease of dis- 
ease, where such a multitude of causes are constantly in operation to afiTect 
the animal economy. But we must judge in this, as in aQ matters, firom 




33 

the best eridence which the nature of the case admits, and we ought not 
to rest satisfied till that is obtained. To arrive at conclufiive testimony of 
the effects of medicines, is no easy matter, and is only to be approached 
by a chain of evidences and circumstances, corroborating each other. 
There is, I may say, no effect produced by medicine which does not some- 
times occur spontaneously, or independent of medication ; so that it is im« 
3»088ible, frequently, to say with certainty, precisely what effect is due to 
medicine. Let us apply my ideas at once to practice, that I may illustrate 
what is the best possible evidence of the effect of medicine. 

Suppose that an intelligent man is suffering from any given disease, and 
that he is clear-headed, philosophical, and not subject to be influenced by 
fancy or imagination. This man declares he is suffering pain of the chest 
which is aggravated by every respiration, or that he has a great degree of 
pain in the ankle-joint, caused by a sprain, which is increased by motion ; 
need I ask you whether this man^s word would be doubted under these cir- 
cumstances t Suppose your Honour to be this very patient, what confi- 
dence would you have in a 'physician, or what respect would you have for 
him, or for any man, who should tell you it was all imagination, and that 
you felt no pain ? The patient's word, however, would be taken, and a 
prescription made accosdingly, with his knowledge of the medicine and 
the effect it was designed to produce. Now I ask sir, whether or not 
you axe to, be permitted to judge of your own feelings again, and whether 
or not you are to be believed when you say that in one, two, or more 
hours, the pain left you ? To vary the case a little — suppose the patient 
did not know what medicine he took, nor the effect it was to produce-^ 
can he not then just as well judge of his own feelings ? Besides experi- 
encing relief from pain and distress, patients are often sensible of a change 
in their entire feelings, very soon after taking a remedy — ^they declare 
that they feel as if the medicine were doing them good, almost the moment 
it has been swallowed. Testimony of this kind I consider worth some- 
^ng, more especially when it is corroborated by other evidences. 

Let us take an infant, if you please, where imagination has no influence 
jmd where we must judge of pain and distress only as it is manifested in 
the actions and the symptoms of disease. If this child is sick with a dis- 
ease which runs a course, usually, of a few days if left to itself, and that 
disease is averted in as many hours after the administration of remedies^ 
Is not the inference pretty fair that the remedy had some agency in this re- 
sult? 

Suppose a child has passed several restless nights in succession, and 
that an article is given for two or three nights, and then intermitted, then 
resumed again, and so on for several times, and that every night the ohUd 
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takes the medicine it sleeps soundly, and every night it does not it 
is restless, and that the circumstances are the same when it takes, as when 
it does not take the medicine, is not the inference pretty fair that the me- 
dicine produced some effect ? 

Suppose that a patient has a disease, for which he has imdergone a va- 
riety of treatment,' during several years, without amelioration, and that un* 
der the same circumstances of diet, climate, occupation and all extraneous 
influences, he commences a new system of practice, from which, in a short 
time, he rapidly recovers — may we not consider this as some evidence of 
the effect of remedies 1 There is the evidence of the friends and nurses 
of patients, which is not to be overlooked; they see the patient when he 
fdeeps, when he is insensible, and frequently confirm, or contradict, his 
account, either of which may aid in ascertaining the truth. The testimo- 
ny of the physician himself is sometimes worthy of credit, especially if he 
has been generally found to be a man of veracity ; and, if he has added to 
an acquaintance with his profession some years of experience, his testi- 
mony sl^ould carry more weight with it. Arid if he is a man who generally 
investigates closely, who is free from prejudice, not an enthusiast on other 
subjects, but under the control of good sense, should not his testimony 
have some weight when confirmed by his patient, his nurse and the friends 
of the patient ? Suppose a remedy has been given to several persons in 
health, and all the effects it produced were accurately recorded in a book, 
and these effects are found to correspond with the results of experiments 
made by others, is there not some probability that this testimony of the 
effects of medicine is true 1 Thus then we have the best chain of testimony 
in regard to the operations of medicine that human ingenuity can devise. 
Let experiments, made upon the healthy, be recorded, let the physician 
who administers to the diseased tell to one what effect he will experience, 
and let him withhold such disclosure from another, let the nurse, the pa- 
tient's friends, the patient himself, and the disappearance of the disease, all 
combine to bear evidence of the same fact— the effect of the medicine-— 
and there is proof which ought to stagger the unbelief of a skeptic. And 
when we have instances of this kind repeated under our own observation 
several hundred times, supported by such evidence, that skepticism must 
be firmly planted which cannot be thoroughly eradicated. 

Such is the evidence, sir, which has proved to my satisfaction that the 
principle of Homoeopathy is true. I have seen results follow my reme- 
dies, under such a variety of circumstances, where no other cause could 
have operated, that, in spite of my wishes and prejudice, I have been coia 
pelled to believe that these results were the effect of medicine. 
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But, there are tbose, both in and out of the profession, who deny that a 
core was ever wrought by the new system ; they attribute every good re- 
sult to some other influence. Let us hear them. A man has been an inva- 
lid for years, has been attended by his " own familiar friend'^ — ^his family 
physician — ^bas consulted otbers — ^has undergone a variety of treatment — 
has been bled, Mistered, subjected to the surgeon^s knife, and to the red hot 
iron — ^has made the tour of Europe, been again starved, stimulated, and 
well fed— and all without benefit. Hcretums, and in a few months, under 
tbe treatment of a Homoeopathic physician, rapidly regains his health, 
without varying in any particular the circumstances of his living. It is 
said by those to whom I allude, that imagination cured this man of his 
disease. Yes, sir, do you believe it, the assertion is gravely made that 
imagination, or some mental excitement, restored such an individual to 
health. We know very well the almost marvellous effects that mental 
emotion produces— we know that it both causes and cures disease. We 
have many instances recorded of contagious convulsions that have over- 
spread a large extent of country, which were produced solely by mental 
excitement and cured by the same agent. We have heard of the royal- 
touch in scrofula, and its astonishing effects, and we know of thousands of 
instances of the curative powers of the various emotions of the mind ; and, 
therefore, according to tbe logic of some reasoners, all HomoBopothic cures 
are wrought by the powers of the imagination, or something besides the 
medicine. Without denying almost unlimited powers to the imagination, 
let us examine the logic which leads to such conclusions. Let us take the 
case above cited, (and many parallel to it are on record,) which has been 
subjected to all the variety of treatment mentioned. I ask you, sir, if ^th, 
hope, or imagination, or any other, or every other mental emotion, is not 
called into exercise, when the respected family physician is in attendance — 
when a long list of disagreeable medicine is taken — when the pleasures 
of the table are abstained from for months, and a rigid, meagre diet perse- 
vered in — ^when blisters, setons and issues are worn for weeks or months 
— ^when the surgeonls knife, or the red hot iron is applied — ^when friends 
are left behind to visit a foreign land '\ Are there not causes here to excite 
the imagination — causes ten thousand times as powerful as when this same 
invalid, after long persuasion, consents to place himself under the care of 
one whom he has honestly believed to be a quack, and a knavish impostor, 
whom he heartily despises, and who he believes is practising a system 
which is nothing but sheer imposition \ My reason, and my logic, teach 
me that any thing else rather than the imagination works the cures in such 
instances. It may not be the medicine, but it certainly is not the mind, 
though, if it is, it is quite a pity that we Allopathic physicians do not more 
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fireqoentljr employ it, when our other resooreei hare faOsd n, and sot ieaiftp 
00 potest an agent to be wielded b j quacks. 

But, admitting the logic of the gentlemen to be true) and ihait tfaeM 
enrea are effected by the imagination, what doea ii proTe I If it ia a ftet, 
Ibftt some of the most inveterate diaeaaes are cured ao soddenly hf imagi- 
nation, after the old system has failed, it proYes that the lesa obatiaatia, 
which constitute a large majority of the casea we haye to treat, eouUi be 
eured so too — and hence Allopathia, the whole of medical soience, liroiii 
Hippocrates to the present day, has been worse than useless; worse than 
'* imposition ; " worse than ** quackery ; " much worse than " Hom(B<^«^ 
thy ! " — a conclusion that these logicians would not be willing to admit. 

But further on this point. * We have accused the Homesepaths of 
making promises to their patients of a speedy cure. Let me ask, if we 
do not also give our patients just as much encouragement, and just as fair 
promises, as we conscientiously can 1 ~ Do we not tell them what our 
opinion is ? And do we not consider it a iixed principle in the practice 
of our i^ofession to let our patients hare the benefit of the stimulus of a 
reasonable hope, and sometimes, too, even against hope t If ray breth* 
ren decline answering these questions, perhaps their patients and theilr 
patients' friends, whose hopes have been realized, and those who have 
been disappointed, can give a reply. 

If, therefore, a patient has been under the maximum influence of tmagi« 
nation, without feeling any effect from it, and effects bear any proportion 
to their causes, it is unfair in logic to conclude that a minimum cause shall 
produce a maximum effect. 

There is another process, of mongrel analogy, by which the pretended 
eures of Homoeopathy are attempted to be upset. A. declares that he 
has cured a pleurisy by a practice which he details. B. says that he has 
never tried A.'s practice, but he has cured the. same disease by anothef 
method, and therefc^e he does not believe that A. cured his patient as he 
claims to have done. Or, B. may have tried A.'s practice and failed, 
and, therefore, he concludes that A. failed too. Or he has seen A.*8 prae* 
tice tried, in this or that instance, when it failed, and, therefcnre, it nmsl 
always fail. 

Failures occur more frequently than we could wirii, from the best prae-^ 

tice, by the ablest physicians of both schools, and always will. But the 

gentlemen who thus reason do not remember that each fact proves itself, 

and not every other^-4hat we should be car^l, in reasoning from analogy, 

and that by condemning a system, or a physician, from one, or fifty fail-- 

ores, they are condemning themselves. For who, that has had many 

patients, has not lost some t and if all such are to be condenmed. the 
4 
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jndge himself must be included in his own sentence. The attempt of 9. 
to prove that A. cannot cure his patients, because B, himself cannot, is 
what the logic of C. would be/ were he arraigned for shooting B. through 
the longs^ causing instant death, were he to prove, to the satisfaction of 
the court and jury, that E. had been shot through the lungs and recoTere4 
from the injury, and, therefore, D. was not killed by the shot, but died 
from a sudden fit of apoplexy, or Arom some unknown cause. By this 
logic, we can prove or disprove any fact in medical science ; and I repeat, 
that each case, with its attendant circumstances, must be judged of by it- 
self. Ten physicians may cure a disease in ten diflferent ways ; but that 
does not prove that the eleventh physician may not cure the same disease 
by a process different from either, or that the whole ten may not fail in 
their next patient, or that the eleventh may not be successful. 

Another common method of disposing of the cures of Homoeopaths bj 
. us gentlemen of the old school, is, to deny the facts as they are related 
to us, A Homceopath may, for instance, relate a case of disease, that 
he has successfully treated, to his brethren, and relate it in such a manner 
tluU, if it is once admitted the disease was as described, the cure from 
Homoeopathic treatment must be admitted also ; so they deny the exist- 
ence of the disease. Now et us look at the conmion sense, or common 
honesty, if there be any, n such a course. The Homceopath who 
relates the case, may be older, more experienced, better informed, and 
quite as reputable for honesty and candour, as those who deny his facts;. 
But he is gravely told to his face, that the disease which he saw daily^ 
for weeks, a record of the appearance and treatment of which he kept, was 
not what he believed it to be !— -and he is told this by one who never once 
saw the case I ! This, you will agree with me, is rather a summary 
way of disposing of alleged facts, than a philosophical. A physician's 
statement is thus impugned — ^his judgment and veracity are impeach- 
ed — without an examination, or even the manifestation of a desire to 
examine into the truth. Who can best judge of the character and appear- 
ance of a disease, the effect of remedies, &c. ? — one who saw and treated 
it, or one who saw it not, and never saw a ease treated like it ? Whose 
judgment, in this case, is most to be depended upon ? The argument is 
just this : — B. haa never cured a case as A. declares he has, and therefore 
B. insists that it cannot be done. 

Perhaps, sir, you will think that I am condemning myself by my own 
arguments, or that I am preparing the way to declare myself a believer in 
all that I have ever considered the dogmas and extravagances of Hah- 
nemann. I ask from no man more than I would give — blind credulity ! — 
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all that I'aak is an honest and tkorough examination, by practice, of the 
principle upon which Homoeopathy is founded. 

There is one reason why Allopathic physicians in this country are, to 
a very great extent, excusable for not examining, more thoroughly, this 
new system — and that is, they have not had the means. There have never 
been but eight or ten numbers of any periodical, advocating Homoeopathy, 
published in this country ;. so that it has been without this powerful, and 
almost necessary aid, to urge its claims upon the attention of the pro- 
fession. 

Of all the works upon Homoeopathy, not more than two or three 
liave ever appeared in the English language, that are of any practical 
iralue to the practitioner ; and the most valuable of these, Jahr^s Reper- 
tory, is of so little value, that the Homoeopaths declare, that if they 
depended on this alone, they could not practice with any success. A few 
works have appeared in French — perhaps there are a hundred — all the 
rest being in the original German. Now, as all American physicians can- 
not read French, and very few, German, it is quite evident that we are ex- 
cusable for our ignorance, in regard to Homoeopathy. 

A man who reads nothing but English, cannot understandingly practice 
Homoeopathy ; but so slight an obstacle as the ignorance of the German 
language can be soon and easily overcome. 

Excusable ignorance of the language does not excuse us for denounc- 
ing the whole system; and if our patients can be benefited by know- 
ledge to be obtained ouly by oux learning the German, I do not consider 
that sacrifice too great for us to make. Our duties are not fully dis- 
charged till we have done all that we can do. 

With the knowledge of Homoeopathy now accessible to a majority of 
American physicians, I consider it just as impossible for them to be aUe 
to judge of its merits, without seeing it in practice, as it would be for an 
architect to judge of the interior of a building by an external examination, 
or to form an opinion of the exterior, by inspecting a single brick taken 
from it. 

One objection made against Homoeopathy, is, that even if it is true, it is 
too laborious, and requires too much time, to practice it In plain English 
it reads thus — ^we miLst visit thirty patients in a day, and have some lei- 
sure, as now; — if we practice Homoeopathically, we can visit only 
twenty, and that, too, after much labour, without having any leisure left 
us. This is a powerful argument, and not entirely destitute of truth ; for 
whoever begins to practice upon the new system, must, for a time, make 
up his mind to become a student, and to study his cases; and although he 
may now and then, be obliged to study a case much longer at first than he 
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•f er did before, hiB patient may, in the end, reeover muck sooner, if 
Honueopethy be tnie, and the pfaysioian spend much less time in the agigre- 
glite, than if he porsaed Allopathic practice. 

But a HcHUGBopathic physician, after becoming well acquainted witk the 
System, will prescribe for as many patients in a day as an AUopath. 

Homooeopaths afe ridiculed for making a written memorandum of alt 
lie patient's symptoms, by which they are better enabled to s^ect theiv 
remedies. Instead of being ridiculed, this practice ought to be foUo^red 
by Allopaths. These records are useful, as a matter of reference 
lit a future time, to know the different changes and phases of a dis- 
ease. The records of the symptoms are not all that is kept — a record of 
the treatment, and of the remedies and their effects, iB also kept. And 
What a mass of facts may not be acquired, in a few years, by a close ob* 
servet ? Need I ai^ any man of common sense, whether or not these facts 
Inay be of any value ? 

I have said, in a preceding part of this letter, that experiments 
have been made with medicines upon the healthy, and these symptoms 
recorded in the Homoeopathic Materia Medica. Some of my brethren 
deny the truth of these records. With the same propriety we might deny 
the truth of many other things which we never question. But disbelief 
does not alter their truth. An honest doubter is to be esteemed — yea ! eyi 
ntidel deserves respect, provided he examines, with rigid semtiny, what> 
eter he disbelieves. Let the donbters of these records put them to the 
tM| either in the healthy or the sick, and, in either case, the original ex^ 
pwtnvent will be conirmed or disproved. 

It is asserted by Allopaths, on the andiority of Hering, a prominent 
^ciple of Hahnemann, that the experiments above alluded to, were mostly 
made with the "little doses,*'— with the 18th and 30th dilutions. This 
is too great ft stretch for the credulity of any man. It is denied by 
others of his fellow-disciples, and the assertion of Hering is not sustained 
by the evidence of the experimenters themselvea 

Experiments were undoubtedly made with the little doses; but whatever 
\ sjrmptoms are recorded as resulting therefrom, may undoubtedly be attri- 
i bttted to the infhienee of imagination, till further proof to the contrary is 
ditaitted by additional experiments. 

Experiments were made in Paris, by Andral, to test the accaracy of 
those made by Hahnemann and others. He gave more or less to several 
students, without producing any effect, and therefore inferred, that Hah- 
I nemann prodiiced no effect. This is a kind of testimony which you would 
! nM consider altogether <;oivclu6ive in an important case. Neither do I, in 
i ty* teatter. If Andral had given more bark, he would probably have 
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•een some effect, for it is impossible that to potent an article as Feni* 
▼ian Bark can be taken, in any considerable quantity, without being sen* 
sibly felt by the system ; and then the experiment of Andral might hare 
Confirmed or disproved that of Halmemann. 

These experiments of Andral are quoted by the enemies of Homceopa** 
thy, as a triumphant oyerthrow of the whole system. ^ But they are like a 
double-edged scalpel — they cut both ways. The subjects of Andral's ex-^ 
periments were healthy young men, and all took a certain quantity of Pe- 
ruvian Bark, to ascertain whether it would produce any effects resembling 
Ague and Fever* Some experienced no effect at all, «j is reported-^ 
others experienced headache, nausea, pains in the' back, &c. For the 
sake of argument, I am willing to admit, that some of these gea^lemeB 
experienced no effect from the bark ; though the truth of this report might 
be denied with the same propriety that the results of other experiments by 
Homoeopaths are denied — for these gentlemen were probably not de- 
sirous of finding effects. But it is stated in the report, that those who 
felt the effects named, had weak stometchs. These subjects were selected 
for the experiments because they were in good health, and so far as the 
effects are related, they are precisely such as the Hom<Bopaths expe^ 
rienced. 

What is this weak stomach f Andral never used this term before, nov 
since. It is unscientific, and has no meaning. The weak stomaeh was 
the susceptibility .of the system to the impression of the bark, 
which impression showed itself in the nausea, headache, &o. ; and this 
experiment of Andral, which is turned against Homceopathy, is, as £u as 
it goes, directly in favour of the new system ; and if he had pursued his 
experiments, he might have found other "weak stomaehs." 

It is asserted by some of my brethren, that no one has experimented 
with medicines upon the healthy, but Hahnemann — and that he is knowit 
to be a liar, and not to be believeid. Now the fact is, in regard to the 
truth of the first part of the assertion, that in Hahnemann's " Organon,'' 
American edition, will be found the names of 67 German physicians, whe 
have made experiments after the manner prescribed by Hahnemann. 
Hahnemann experimented with different articles, all which are men** 
tioned. In his Materia Medica he gives the results of all the experimenter 
with the name of the experimenter. 

Some of my brethren, who admit that others have experimented, ask'-^ 
who are they ? what do we know of them ? May I ask— how shall we 
know of them unless we read their language? Is our ignorance any 
proof of their want of veracity, or capability to conduct experimental 
They are not all Hunters, Sir Asdey Coopers, or MJotts, that tlMir 
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skould be familiar to us ; and we know but little, very little, of German 
anthors, or Gennan doctors, through our translations, or reyiews. Bat, 
" not to know them, rather argues ourselves unknown ! " 

Th^e is a glaring inconsistency in Hahnemann's enemies, some of 
whom deny any truth in his system, while others denounce him for claim- 
ing to be the discoverer of what has been known and practiced for centu- 
ries. Now, the fact is, that the principle upon which Hahnemann has 
built his system has been, occasionally, applied in practice, from the time 
of Hippocrates to the. present day. This fact Hahnemann abund- 
antly proves in his " Organon," where he occupies 30 pages in narrating 
and alluding to cases, which were successfully treated, as he says, by 
the principle of Homoeopathy, although the physicians who treated the 
eases, were ignorant of the principle which wrought the cures. Hahne- 
mann quotes the author, chapter, and page, where these cases can be 
found. He does not lay claim to originality — all that he claims is, that no 
one before him developed the principle upon which he constructed his 
system. John Hunter taught the same doctrine, though not as fully, and 
did not build a system upon it. He taught that two diseases could not 
exist in the body at the same time — ^that the weaker must yield to the 
stronger. So Hahnemann teaches, that an impression must be made upon 
the system, similar, not identical, to the morbid impression, and that 
this artificial disease of the physician's creating, will expel the one al- 
ready existing, and then itself disappear. I regard Hunter's and 
Hahnemann's doctrines as identical ; and Hahnemann asks and deserves 
eredit only for having developed and carried the principle into practice. 

Physicians of the old school, generally, take the position, that if Homoe- 
opathy is true. Allopathy is untrue ; and therefore, if a Homoeopath 
ever treats a case in the common method, he is denounced as an impostor 
and renegade from principles in which he professes to believe. It seems 
to me that this is an erroneous view of the subject, however liberal or 
philosophical the deduction from it may be. HomoBopathy may be true, 
as far as known, and yet not be sufficient to cure every form of disease 
which we encounter. Till we are acquainted with all the laws which 
govern the animal economy, in health and disease, and the causes and 
circumstances which disturb the operations of these laws — and till we are " 
enabled to see clearly all the peculiarities of every individual case of dis- 
ease — ^till we know the exact powers of a great variety of remedial agents, 
to a greater degree than we now do — and till we know many other 
things, of which we are now ignorant, we shall not have a perfect system 
of medicine. 

Homoeopathy is yet in its infancy; it does not' claim to be perfeet, 
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and perfection ought not to be demanded of it. On the other hand, we 
know that we have cured many patients by Allopathic treatment, although 
Hahnemann declares that every cure that has ever been made, has been 
by Homoeopathy. For one, sir, I see no good reason to reject an old 
friend because I have found a new one ; and I know no good reason why 
I may not again cure the same disease by Allopathy that I already have, 
although I may believe there is too much truth in Homceopathy to reject 
the whole, because it is blended with absurdity and error. To believe in 
Homoeopathy a man need not forget what he has learned, nor lay aside 
his common sense ; for I can assure my brethren, that if they ever prac- 
tice it, they wDl want all they have of both. So far, then, as I have found 
Allopathy useful, I would no sooner abandon it than I would an did and 
well-tried friend ; and so far as T have found, or may hereafter find, 
Homoeopathy to be more useful, I shall adopt it as a new friend— ^I shall 
consider it an additional weapon, with which to combat disease, till we 
have all the pre-requisites for a more perfect system. With all our 
knowledge of both Homoeopathy and Allopathy, we shall too often find 
all our efiforts and skill unavailing in arresting the ravages of disease ; and 
while we cannot guard too sedulously against enthusiasm in favour of a 
new doctrine, we ought to have some care that we are not too closely 
wedded to old ways, and too strongly prejudiced to adopt improvements. 

There are many things embraced in the new system which I regard as 
the absurdities and extravagances of an enthusiast. And it is not surprising 
that there should be such ; for, as a general thing, I repeat, that all dis- 
coverers, and inventors, are elated with their own productions, and ex- 
pect more, and promise more from them, than are ever realized. Hah- 
nemann, in this, only shares the destiny of others. 

I will not extend my remarks to any greater length, fearing that I may 
have already trespassed too far upon your patience. I have endeavoured 
to place myself before you in my true position, and if you pronounce 
me guilty of aiding and abetting " imposture," or " quackery," or of believ- 
ing in "false doctrines," I shall bow, with great d^erence, to your judg- 
ment — convicted, but not convinced, of error. And if my professional 
brethren, and friends, denounce me for the course I have taken,* I 
am ready even for that sacrifice, well knowing that the consciousness of 
striving to discharge my duty will amply compensate for any denunciation 
or detraction. 

I have the honour to remain 

Your much obliged friend 
And humble servant, 

C. TICKNOR. 
Chambers-st., Feb., 1840. 
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